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1  28 U .S.C. § 2254(d)(1).

2

Arturo Juarez appeals the district court’s denial of his habeas petition

challenging his jury conviction for kidnaping to commit robbery and carjacking. 

The Anti-Terrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 requires that we

affirm the last reasoned state court decision unless it was “contrary to, or involved

an unreasonable application of” clearly established United States Supreme Court

precedent.1  

Juarez argues that the trial court erred in giving a conspiracy instruction as a

theory of liability where there was no conspiracy charged.  But the state Court of

Appeal found this error harmless and noted that Juarez was not convicted of

conspiracy.  Juarez contends that the harmless error rule does not apply, but he

points to no Supreme Court case establishing that proposition.  Nor can we find

such a case.  Finally, Juarez has not demonstrated that the error in giving the

instruction, if any, could have mattered on the evidence in this case.

AFFIRMED.


